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persons with legal chairmen; and with an official of the department
concerned as an assessor.1
 3.	The supervisory jurisdiction of the High Court should be
vigilantly maintained and there should always be a right of appeal
to the High Court on points of law within a short stated time.2
 4.	The reasons for decisions should be made available to the
parties and epitomes of leading cases should be published.3  The
Committee on Ministers* Powers also strongly recommended 4 that
the reports of inspectors who hold statutory public enquiries should
be published.  Judicial opinion has, however, been very doubtful of
the wisdom of this recommendation, mainly on the ground that the
recommendations of the inspector are not the only factor in determin-
ing the issue.5
 5.	The right to be represented by counsel or solicitor is one of
the surest defences of the subject and it ought not to be taken away
save in cases of a very simple description, and even in these a party
should be entitled to have someone to appear for him.8
Lord Greene, thus summed up the matter:' "It is only certain
classes of questions which are suitable for submission to a special
tribunal to the exclusion of the courts. In deciding whether a case
falls within these classes, it is relevant to consider the number of
individuals likely to be affected and their probable pecuniary
position; the necessity or otherwise of providing a speedy and
inexpensive procedure and one affording opportunities for decen-
tralisation; whether the questions likely to arise are predominantly
questions of fact, and whether expert knowledge and experience are
desirable for their decision; and the extent to which the jurisdiction
is to be based on discretion rather than on fixed rules and precedents.
In all cases there should be a right of appeal to the courts on questions
of law. In no circumstances should the power of the courts to
restrain a special tribunal from exceeding its jurisdiction be taken
away. Each particular piece of legislation should be considered in
relation to its special character in the light of the foregoing
^principles.") Since this view was expressed there has emerged a
policy of preferring local tribunals of three to the exclusion of the
ordinary courts to determine most matters of dispute arising out of
the administration of the social services which have since 1945 been
considerably extended. Even as the final arbiter on points of law the
specialised commissioner is preferred to the High Court or any other
appellate tribunal. In one case no appeal of any kind is allowed and
1 Lord Greene, M.R., op. tit.	2 M.P.R., p. 98.
3 M.P.R.* p. 116.	4 M.P.R., p. 106.
5 M.P.R., pp.  103-107; Denby {William) and Son v. Minister of Health,,
[1936] 1 K.B. 337.
« Cf. Lord Greene, op. cit.

